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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/16/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that the cited video camera angles from the Soloff 
reference represent a "single event" such as an automobile race. The invention as 
claimed does not specify that that it cannot be for a single event. Furthermore, Soloff 
teaches processing and displaying different video services having different types of data 
elements for selective display as shown in Figures 3 and 4. A user is able to choose a 
different camera angle in Soloff s invention being consistent with the claimed limitation 
of choosing different video stream elements. The Agnihotri reference is used to show 
that there exists a filter capable of displaying an 'output image' [the text "very rare" 0023 
line 14] in response to the data element [analysis of the phrase "once in a blue moon"] 
selected by the filter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Soloff 
US Patent No. 6,889,384 in view of Agnihotri et al. US Patent Publication No. 
2003/0065503. 

Regarding Claim 1-4, 7, 8, 1 1, 12, 14 and 16, Soloff discloses a system for 
displaying information on a display device comprising: receiving means for 
receiving a transport stream comprising services, with the services having 
elementary streams of video and of non-video data-elements [Col. 2 lines 19- 
23]; user interface means for making a user selection of a type of information to 
be displayed on the display device [Col. 1 lines 24-29] 
a filter for selecting a first data-element of a first one of the services on basis of 
the user selection [Col. 4 lines 7-25]; rendering means for calculating an output 
image to be displayed on the display device, basis of the first data-element 
selected by the filter Figure 5; and switching means for switching from the first 
one of the services to a second one of the services, characterized in that the 
system is designed to apply the filter for selecting a second data-element of the 
second one of the services, on basis of the user selection, when being switched 
from the first one of the services to the second one of the services [Col. 5 lines 
30-40 the use is able to switch between the different camera angles (services) 
and the race information (data-element) associated with the cars will continued to 
be shown on the screen]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/506,836 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2424 

However Soloff fails to teach the first data-element and the second data-element 
being mutually semantically related. In an analogous art, Agnihotri discloses an 
apparatus that filters text data and translates it to a target language [0023]. 
Agnihotri shows that there exists a filter capable of displaying an 'output image' 
[the text "very rare" 0023 line 14] in response to the data element [analysis of the 
phrase "once in a blue moon"] selected by the filter. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Soloff and 
Agnihotri to devise a system capable of providing an informative and 
manageable user interface to make the viewing experience more enjoyable. 

Regarding Claim 5, Agnihotri teaches of a storage means for storage of a 
parameter which determines the filter [Figure 1; storage means 28]. 

Regarding Claim 6 and 15, Soloff discloses a system characterized in being 
arranged to run an application, which enables in making the user selection and of 
which software code is being exchanged by means of a first elementary stream 
of data-elements [0037]. 

Regarding Claim 9, 10, and 13, Soloff discloses a system wherein the data 
elements do not include image data and wherein the rendering means calculates 
an output image from the data elements by generating new image data 
representing the data elements [Figure 4 item 115]. 
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Regarding Claim 17, it is rejected in the same manner as claim 1 above. 
However the limitation of streamed video events having ancillary data associated 
therewith and each set of ancillary data having a data tag that identifies a type of 
the ancillary data is met by Agnihotri. Paragraph 0021 shows that an audio/video 
signal can be an MPEG stream with the auxiliary information component 
embedded in the user data field. Moreover, the auxiliary information component 
can be transmitted as a separate, discrete signal from the audio/video signal with 
information, e.g., timestamp, to correlate the auxiliary information to the 
audio/video signal. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/506,836 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2424 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SAHAR A. BAIG whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3005. The examiner can normally be reached on 4/5/9. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571 -272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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